
 

 

 

BYRAM TOWNSHIP  

PLANNING BOARD AGENDA 

FOR THURSDAY  

May 6, 2021 

 

When: May 6, 2021 07:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada) 

Topic: Planning Board Meeting 

 

Please click the link below to join the webinar: 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81438776318 

 

Or Telephone: 

    Dial (for higher quality, dial a number based on your current location): 

        US: +1 267 831 0333 or +1 646 518 9805  

Webinar ID: 814 3877 6318 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER  

  

2. ROLL CALL  

 

3. OPENING STATEMENT: 

Both the Federal and State governments have declared a state of emergency in response to the outbreak 

of the Covid-19 Virus, that limits the number of people allowed to gather, and requires social 

distancing. To continue Planning Board business, the regularly scheduled meeting for May 6, 2021 is 

being held by remote video or audio connection only. This service allows the Board, its professionals, 

applicants, and members of the public to participate. 

Adequate notice of this meeting has been published specifying the time and access information in 

compliance with the provisions of the Open Public Meetings Act. Notice of this meeting is on file 

in the office of the Planning Board Secretary, posted on the main door, and on the bulletin board of the 

Municipal Building, on the Township website at:  

https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/committees/planning_board 

and has been forwarded to those persons requesting notice. 

 

4. FLAG SALUTE  

 

5. MINUTES 

       Approval of the April 15 and 22, 2021 Meeting Minutes. 
 

6. OLD BUSINESS  
Z11-2020, John Petersen, 6 Ascot Lane, Block 337.11 Lot 32.15, R-3 Zone 

To install 1,204 sq. ft. of ground mounted solar array panels.   

https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/EiuuiPp1ZGFIrrmYMVdtFrgBN872VxS7hdIzs

V-qaDJE6A?e=QbMgg8  

 
7. NEW BUSINESS  

Z03-2021 Linda Burke, 12 Meadowbrook Terrace, Block 297 Lot 14, R-5 Zone 

Expansion of family room, master closet, coverage entry and storage for property near water edge and 

rock cliff. 

https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/El9nACL3JEhOhA1GC5lBzH8Bl61Y6Z3a4mq

UEzPpei0nrg?e=q2nAXJ  

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81438776318
https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/committees/planning_board
https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/EiuuiPp1ZGFIrrmYMVdtFrgBN872VxS7hdIzsV-qaDJE6A?e=QbMgg8
https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/EiuuiPp1ZGFIrrmYMVdtFrgBN872VxS7hdIzsV-qaDJE6A?e=QbMgg8
https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/El9nACL3JEhOhA1GC5lBzH8Bl61Y6Z3a4mqUEzPpei0nrg?e=q2nAXJ
https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/El9nACL3JEhOhA1GC5lBzH8Bl61Y6Z3a4mqUEzPpei0nrg?e=q2nAXJ


 

 

 

Z02-2021 Eric Schuffenhauer, 271 Lackawanna Drive, Block 344 lot 2.03, R-2 Zone 

Addition of a pole barn, attached garage, front porch, and pool deck on property with critical lot 

disturbance.  

https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/Eh3H-

0n99hBEujDTowU0XskBW0yxdYoHMhNWcEM1GUsRRQ?e=LCuOZb  

 

8. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

 Architectural Review Committee  

 Building Committee 

 Environmental Commission 

 Open Space 

 Township Council 

    

9. BILLS 

Law Office of Larry Wiener- (7) $4,950.00  

Latini & Gleitz, Planning- (6) $3,687.50  

 

10. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 

 

11. ADJOURNMENT  

Next Meetings:   

• May 20th- Skylands Surgical Center 

• June 3rd- Anty Trucking, Robert Lovenberg 

 

The Board Engineer, Board Planner and Board Attorney are sworn in at the beginning of each year and are deemed 

to be under oath on a continuing basis. 

https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/Eh3H-0n99hBEujDTowU0XskBW0yxdYoHMhNWcEM1GUsRRQ?e=LCuOZb
https://byrampdtwp.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/PlanningBoard/Eh3H-0n99hBEujDTowU0XskBW0yxdYoHMhNWcEM1GUsRRQ?e=LCuOZb
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MEETING MINTUES 

BYRAM TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD 

MEETING, April 15, 2021 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chairman Shivas called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.   

 

ROLL CALL 

 

 

Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

 

Ms. 

Raffay 
Mayor 

Rubenstein 
Mr. Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. Smith Mr. Walsh Chairman Shivas 

HERE H H H H H H H  H H H 

ABSENT     
 

 
 

A 
 

  

EXCUSED            

LATE     
 

 
 

 
 

  

Also present:  Attorney  Alyse Hubbard, Esq. 

   Engineer  Cory Stoner, P.E. C.M.E. 

   Planner Paul Gleitz, P.P. AICP  

   Secretary Caitlin Phillips 

 

STATEMENT BY CLERK 

Both the Federal and State governments have declared a state of emergency in response to the 

outbreak of the Covid-19 Virus, that limits the number of people allowed to gather, and requires 

social distancing. To continue Planning Board business, the regularly scheduled meeting for April 

15, 2021 is being held by remote video or audio connection only. This service allows the Board, its 

professionals, applicants, and members of the public to participate.   

Adequate notice of this meeting has been published specifying the time and access information in 

compliance with the provisions of the Open Public Meetings Act. Notice of this meeting is on 

file in the office of the Planning Board Secretary, posted on the main door, and on the bulletin board 

in the Municipal Building, and on the Township website at:  

https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/committees/planning_board 

and has been forwarded to those persons requesting notice. 

 

FLAG SALUTE led by Chairman Shivas 

 

MINUTES 

Mr. Morytko motioned to approve the April 1st minutes, seconded by Mr. Walsh. The following vote 

was taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION    √        

SECONDED          √  

AYE  √ √ √  √ √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN √    √       

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

RESOLUTIONS 

SP5-2018 Raimo of Stanhope, Inc., 49 Route 206, Block 35 Lot 36 & Block 37 Lot 26, V-B Zone 

Preliminary & Final site plan to add new structures and make site improvements.  

 

Mr. Serrilli motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Smith. The following vote was taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION       √     

SECONDED         √   

AYE √  v √ √  √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN  √    √      

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

 

 

https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/committees/planning_board
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SP3-2019, 263 Route 206 Real Estate LLC, 251 Route 206, N-C Zone  

Use variance and conditional use variance for garage with concept plan.  

 

Chairman Shivas clarified that this approval is for the concept portion of the description “Preliminary 

Major Site Plan with Variances” and that the main topic is allowing three buildings on one property. 

Ms. Hubbard said it should be noted that preliminary site plan approval was removed, and that it’s now 

a use variance approval with a site plan concept.  

 

Mr. Morytko motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Serrilli. The following vote was 

taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION    √        

SECONDED       √     

AYE √   √ √  √  √  √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN  √ √   √    √  

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

Z14-2020, Safa LLC, (Joe Ahmad), 16 Weaver House Cove Road, Block 109 Lot 2, R-5  

Application to raise the pitch of the roof on an existing single-family dwelling. 

 

Mayor Rubenstein motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. McElroy. The following vote 

was taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION      √      

SECONDED   √         

AYE  √ √ √  √ √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN √    √       

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

Z19-2020, Craig Humphrey, 18 Broad Street, Block 223 Lot 3, R-4 Zone  

New roof overhang, shed, and covered deck area to increase square footage of home, with a proposed 

building coverage variance. 

 

Mr. Morytko motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. McElroy. The following vote was 

taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION    √        

SECONDED   √         

AYE  √ √ √  √ √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN √    √       

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

Z01-2021, Karen McDonald, 4 Roger Drive, Block 26 Lot 364, R-4 Zone  

Proposed porch with a front setback variance. 

 

Mr. Morytko motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Serrilli. The following vote was 

taken: 
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Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION    √        

SECONDED       √     

AYE  √ √ √  √ √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN √    √       

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

NEW BUSINESS 
SP5-2020, Mountainside Country Store and Garden Center, 198 Route 206, Block 226 Lot 3, N-C Zone  

Conversion of a restaurant to a retail store and garden center and associated site improvements. 

 

The project engineer Craig Stires, the attorney Steven Schepis, and the project architect and licensed 

professional planner Anthony Garrett joined the meeting. Mr. Schepis noted his client purchased the 

site a few years ago, hoping to redevelop it into a landscape contractor business in conjunction with a 

garden center, as well as a country store.  

 

Mr. Gleitz added that they’re looking for conditional use approval, and confirmed with Ms. Hubbard to 

handle the conditional use first. This will make sure the Board has jurisdiction as a Planning Board, and 

if the applicant doesn’t meet all the conditions, they present conditional use variance testimony, which 

would then change the makeup of the Board. He added that in his memo on page 5, A through G are 

the conditional use standards. His review is that they comply with most of the standards, and just needs 

testimony on a few other conditions to make sure they comply. If the Board agrees to their compliance, 

then it’s a permitted conditional use, and the Board can proceed as the Planning Board.  

 

Mr. Stires was sworn in as an expert as a professional engineer in New Jersey at the business address of 

43 West High Street in Somerville New Jersey. His credentials are a BS in Civil Engineering and 

having been a professional engineer in NJ from 1993. He has been working on similar applications for 

the last 30 years, the work being done around central Jersey, Bridgewater, Somerville, Phillipsburg, 

and Bedminster.  

 

Mr. Gleitz confirmed with Mr. Stires their compliance with various elements of the property. One 

compliance question regarded the side yard near a right-of-way; Mr. Stires noted it complies because 

they don’t abut a right-of-way or residential use. He also confirmed they comply with outdoor storage, 

and added it’s screened by fencing. There is no small engine repair on the site. Mr. Gleitz then told the 

Chairman he believes the applicant met the conditional use requirements. Chairman Shivas confirmed 

with Mr. Gleitz there are no D variances for this application.  

 

Mr. Stires showed Exhibit A1, a 100-scale aerial view of the property, along with Exhibit A2 with a 

30-scale aerial view, and Exhibit A3 with a 20-scale aerial view of the improvements. Mr. Schepis 

noted that the applicant Lou Coviello was listening on Mr. Schepis’ phone, and has been attempting to 

join the call. Mr. Stires provided details about the existing property, looking at Exhibit 3 to show the 

signage. The site is serviced by on-site septic and well; the well has been tested and determined to be 

acceptable for the proposed use. The surrounding properties, shown on Exhibit 1, are owned by Tilcon 

and the state of New Jersey, so there are no immediate residents in the area. The back portion of the 

property slopes steeply, draining from east to west across the property, down Route 206 to the state 

lands. Mr. Stoner asked if the county approval of the septic refers to the letter from October that states 

there should be no food prep. It was confirmed that there will be no cooking but they can sell packaged 

goods, but there is anticipation that with septic modifications, the applicant would be able to sell food 

on site after the proper approvals.  

 

Lou Coviello, the applicant, joined the call at this time with his wife Andrea and was sworn in. Ms. 

Hubbard confirmed with Chairman Shivas that he’s approves of the exhibits being shown for this 

application.  

 

Mr. Stires discussed with the proposed conditions, which include a thrift shop, antique store, retail area 

with coffee/breakfast or ice cream, a lawn and garden area in the rear of the building, and the landscape 

business. The renovations include: the siding being changed to stone, construction of a new 500 square 

foot garage, installation of a wall along the back, construction of an employee parking lot (Lou expects 

6 employees), 10x10 storage bins separated by movable walls with a dumpster near the bins, landscape 

display areas above the wall with steps on either side of the garage leading to that area that would have 

shrubs and bushes for sale, an additional landscape area, an outdoor patio, all paving will be removed 

and will be topsoiled/seeded with supplemental landscaping, a new sidewalk will lead to the entrances, 

the parking will be repaired, and 3 entrances will be removed and 1 new entrance and an exit to the 
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north will be added. The parking in the front is for customers for either the landscape supply or country 

store. The existing signs will be removed and a new monument sign will be installed, needing a 

variance because it’s near the right-of-way. New landscaped islands will be in the parking lot to add 

appeal, new lighting with a colonial style light fixture will be in the parking lot, and sidewalk lighting 

will also be added.  

 

Chairman Shivas asked what part of the main building will be for the general store and what will be 

part of the landscape business. Mr. Stires said the back corner is for the landscape supply business. 

Mayor Rubenstein asked how much equipment would be stored back there. Mr. Stires referred to the 

list of equipment that was submitted—2 dump trucks, 2 equipment trailers, 1 excavator, 1 articulated 

front loader, 1 forklift, and 1 bobcat; the dump trucks, trailers, and excavator will be out on sites for 

construction. The forklift, bobcat, and loader will be on site to load supplies; the forklift and bobcat 

will be stored at night in the garage and the loader will be stored in front of the bins, which is fenced 

and will be closed at night. Mayor Rubenstein’s concern is the space, as there is parking back there for 

employees. Mr. Coviello said the landscape division will be out of the way prior to the store opening; 

the landscape division will arrive at 7, the equipment will leave the site, and then the area will be open 

for employee parking. The equipment trailers are most often left on the job sites, so coming back to the 

yard would be occasional. Mayor Rubenstein noted that the curbs (on sheet 4 of the site plan) have a 

corner near the fence that could be softened to allow the trucks to pass through. An idea was to take the 

island in the front out and paint it to allow more space for the trucks. Chairman Shivas asked how this 

effects deliveries and Mr. Stires said the deliveries would be coming in a box truck or something 

similar, which would fit in the site. Mr. McElroy asked if there would be a need for larger delivery 

vehicles for the food preparation aspect of the business, and Mr. Stires said those deliveries would be 

box trucks too. Mr. Gleitz asked how bulk landscaping materials will be delivered and if trucks could 

maneuver on the site. Mr. Coviello said those would be delivered similarly with a box truck, and that 

there’s plenty of room. Chairman Shivas asked if they got in trees or bushes, if they would be 

maneuvered via forklift. Mr. Coviello said they’d order things that are easy to carry, not huge plant 

material, so they’d carry everything to the upper level. Mr. Gletiz asked regarding the commercial 

landscaping, if he is purchasing the materials at other areas and bringing them to the site directly. Mr. 

Coviello said he purchases items from wholesalers and sends it directly to the jobs.  

 

Mr. Stoner said regarding the maneuverability, it seems probable that they can move around. It would 

be beneficial to have a circular pattern in the rear though. He also noted that he has seen construction 

equipment come back from jobs rather than stay at the site of construction, so he’s a little concerned 

about the trailer aspect, but thinks it could work. He also asked about the parking spaces; 22 in total 

and 7 in the rear for employees (15 out front). He confirmed with Mr. Stires that those parking spaces 

are sufficient for the public. Regarding trash, Mr. Stoner asked if they’d be using one of the bins. Mr. 

Coviello said it’ll be in a container, and Mr. Stoner followed up that there will be no gate. Mr. Stires 

responded that there is the boulder wall on two sides and the blocks on the third side, so it’s open in the 

front, and behind the gated fence. Mr. Stoner noted that this area is near the mountain, and asked if 

their containers will be animal-proof. 

 

Mr. Stoner further asked about the parking spaces, which are 18x9 feet. Mr. Stires said the parking has 

been updated since Mr. Stoner’s review, so the parking spaces in front and middle are 20 feet long. The 

ones on the south end and for employee parking are 18 but have room to overhang. Mr. Stoner said he 

has no objections but noted they are smaller than standard, so they’d need design waivers. Mr. Stoner 

confirmed with Mr. Stires that the parking lot will be resurfaced. Regarding drainage, Mr. Stoner said 

they are reducing the impervious coverage so there’s no need for additional stormwater retention. His 

only concern is when the water comes out of the driveway; Mr. Stires said the DOT had no comment 

on this aspect. Mr. Stoner also had a concern about the runoff from the back of the property, which runs 

towards the back of the building to the north in the grass, into the swale. He also asked what kind of 

traffic will be generated; will this be as busy as the restaurant was? Mr. Coviello said he’s expecting it 

to be less busy because the restaurant was serving people 3 times a day.  

 

Ms. Hubbard swore in Andrea Duffy Coviello, 501 Windemere Avenue, Mount Arlington at this time.  

 

Mr. Stoner asked about lighting, saying they have addressed his comments in their revisions. There are 

flood lights, which Mr. Stoner confirmed would be removed. The lights will be used 8-5 pm. The only 

time the store would stay open later is in the summer to serve ice cream.  

 

Chairman Shivas asked where the small engine repair will take place. Mr. Coviello said any repairs are 

done off site. Chairman Shivas confirmed that the garage would then just be used for storage. Mr. 

Stoner asked about the label on the plans that reads “install racking for storage,” which would be pallet 

racks to store bluestone treads/stairs, PVC pipe, reinforcement rods, etc. to minimize space. Mr. Stoner 

confirmed no one can see this unless they’re in the rear of the property. Mr. Coviello said it won’t 

exceed the height of the roof, and Mr. Stires added there will be gaps for the doorways.  
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Chairman Shivas asked how the building is heated. Mr. Coviello said it will be oil and likely be in the 

building in an aluminum tank.  

 

Mr. Stires asked the Board its opinion on the island that was suggested. Mayor Rubenstein said they 

seem optimistic about getting trucks and trailers in. Mr. Walsh agreed, saying the circulation would 

take trailers over the curb. Mr. Stires said they made an effort to make the area as green as possible but 

after the discussion, it makes sense to paint an island. Mr. Gleitz confirmed that their testimony is that 

the truck traffic will occur when there is not customer parking in that area. He then asked if they could 

convert the island in question into two more parking spaces, which would also alleviate Mr. Stoner’s 

concerns about adequate parking. He also noted that they could put a tree at the end of the bins to 

provide more green space if desired. Mayor Rubenstein agreed that he was worried about people 

driving over the curb or hitting the fence, and would soften the curb. Mr. Stoner noted that they have a 

chain-link fence and gate, and confirmed they’d do something more appealing than chain-link. 

Chairman Shivas confirmed there would be no pole in the middle of the fence. Mr. Stires agreed with 

Mr. Gleitz’s suggestions, thinking that would open things up more. Mr. Coviello reminded the Board 

that the bins are only used when something in them is needed, so things can be rearranged easily to 

access items. Mr. Gleitz said his issue is the interaction between the outdoor and indoor sales of the 

display areas. The display area is for the public to access, and they have to walk through a landscape 

yard that could have bin materials and vehicles. Mr. Smith agreed, emphasizing the concern of the 

customers going through the yard to get to the hill. Mr. Shivas added if he was a customer and wanted 

plants, he’d back his car in near the steps to load everything. Mr. Coviello said this would occur in the 

loading zone. Mr. Gleitz said as a customer he wouldn’t park in a loading zone because he’d think the 

company vehicles would be there. The intention of a loading zone is to receive supplies for the 

business. Mr. Coviello said the area with the bins ties into the garden center, and if customers want to 

look at mulch or stones, they can just walk upstairs to see the plant materials. Chairman Shivas 

followed up on what happens when they buy the items. Mayor Rubenstein confirmed that the 

customers would be directed to pull around to the loading zone to get their supplies at checkout. Mr. 

Coviello said there would be an attendant with the customers, so when items are picked out, they are 

moved to the customer’s vehicle. He also noted there is room to turn around at the loading zone. Mr. 

Stoner asked what happens if a customer comes in with a trailer; Mr. Coviello said it would be the 

same situation, where they would pull into the loading zone, back into the corner, and pull straight out. 

Mr. McElory asked how they will organize the loading zone, especially when it’s full of people, and 

manage the traffic. Mr. Coviello responded that the loading zone is 12x50, so it can fit 3-4 pickup 

trucks. They’d address the customers one by one, and the customers won’t be the ones loading their 

own plants. Chairman Shivas said it would help to add a crosswalk between the loading zone and the 

stairs.  

 

Mr. Smith suggested placing the bins where the employee parking is, and the employee parking be 

moved to the south. The gate would then run from the garage to the back of the building, opening up 

the front corner where the bins are. Mr. Stoner asked if this would be tougher for drop-off of materials. 

Mr. Stires said it would still be the same width, so vehicles could access the bins. Ms. Raffay asked 

where the trash and recycling would go, since they are in a convenient spot at the moment. Mr. 

Coviello said they could be at the other end, and the garbage truck could reach it without an issue. Mr. 

Stires said he’d leave the dumpster in an area closer to where it is now to make it easier to pull out. If 

the bins are at the other end with the gate across, it could be an issue for the equipment getting through. 

Chairman Shivas suggested putting the gate near the tree, making it go from front to back in the same 

area, instead of across. Mr. Gletiz noted there wouldn’t be space for the customers to see the materials. 

Mr. Stires said he likes how the gate is because it’s a clear delineation between the landscape 

equipment and the customer circulation. Mr. Gleitz added to put a sign saying, “No Customers Beyond 

This Point.” Mr. Stoner confirmed that just employees will be coming out of the back doors.  

 

Mr. Schepis asked Mr. Stires to incorporate these suggestions into a modified plan. He also asked Mr. 

Stires that, based on them operating in a limited area because of the Highlands Act, they can’t push 

anything back. He also asked that if this site wasn’t already developed, that they wouldn’t be able to do 

anything on the site. Mr. Stoner noted that they’re allowed up to a 25% net increase in impervious, and 

they’re in net decrease, so there is room within that to work. Mr. Stires said it’d be about 2,000 square 

feet, so it’s not too significant. Mayor Rubenstein asked if they could deepen the area in the back to 

allow more parking. Mr. Stires and Mr. Coviello think that’d be doable. Chairman Shivas and Mr. 

Serrilli agreed with Mayor Rubenstein, and Mr. Morytko added that as long as there’s no issues with 

water runoff from the slopes, there wouldn’t be an issue. Mr. Walsh agreed as well, adding that it’s 

important to see what these changes will impact after they’re put on paper.  

 

Mr. Schepis confirmed that the Board would like to see these suggestions on paper before proceeding. 

Mr. Gleitz had a few other items for them to consider in their revised plans. This includes the label 

“IS,” which doesn’t seem clear. He also asked about the free-standing sign, requesting that be put in a 

flower bed. Mr. Stires said it’s proposed to be in mulch, but they didn’t label the perennial bed, but will 

do so. Mr. Gleitz also confirmed that the two existing signs will be removed and one will be put up, 

and there are no façade signs. Mayor Rubenstein asked why there aren’t any; Mr. Gleitz noted they are 
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allowed up to 3 different sign types. Mr. Gleitz also confirmed they’re not planning on having any 

signage representing the design build firm.  

 

Chairman Shivas opened to the public. No one expressed an interest. Chairman Shivas closed to the 

public.  

 

Anthony Garrett was introduced as a licensed professional architect and planner, and was sworn in at 

the business address of Bilow Garrett Group, 161 Main Street, Ridgefield Park NJ. Mr. Garrett stated 

his credentials including being a licensed architect in New Jersey since 1991, and has worked in towns 

like Hamburg, Sussex, Egg Harbor, and Upper Bergen County. He was the former Chairman of 

Boonton’s Planning Board. Chairman Shivas deemed him an expert for planning and architecturals.  

 

Mr. Garrett showed the floor plan SK-100. The main restaurant seating area will be converted into a 

retail space with shelving for sundries and food. There will be ice cream and self-serve coffee bars. 

Next to the vestibule door is where people will pay. The thrift shop in the northeast corner of the 

building would potentially have clothing, housewares, etc. To the south of the building is for antiques. 

The areas to the east of the ice cream are storage areas, and there are no plans now to prepare food 

there. There is a utility space along the back wall, and the southeast corner is for the garden center. 

They don’t want customers circulating through the utility spaces, so they’d use the door along the south 

wall (door #6). There are currently two bathrooms, one of which they would modify to be handicap 

accessible. There is a step out of the retail space to the antiques, and they would make a ramp there. 

Most of what is there today would be cosmetically improved.  

 

Chairman Shivas asked where the furnace and oil will go, and Mr. Garrett said it’d be in the utility 

space. Ms. Raffay asked about customer flow; there are 3 entrances based on what people want to do 

(i.e., gardening, retail and antiques, and thrift shop). Mr. Garrett said the door for the thrift shop is not a 

prime entrance; the intent would be to have people circulate through the door near the ice cream bar. 

There’s one entrance to the retail space, and then the garden center retail would be accessed through the 

exterior from door #6. There is door #3 in the building for the bathrooms. Chairman Shivas asked if the 

door for the thrift shop would be a fire exit; Mr. Garrett said most likely, and perhaps bringing goods 

through that door. Mr. Garrett noted they have a floor plan for the garage, used for storing items that 

can’t get wet, and a 12 ft. door to let the forklift in.  

 

Mr. Garrett then referred to drawing SK-200 for elevations, showing the main entry at the vestibule. 

They’re proposing to extend a vertical element on top of the roof and put some clearstory glass in. 

They may also use that area for signage, and are proposing to put in a watercourse of a cast-stone 

veneer, and will repair the existing shingled roof. The 9-pane windows would remain, and the 

clearstory windows would match the finish. They’re working with an earth-tone pallet. To the right of 

the south elevation, there is a chimney-like structure that would be clad with stone. Mr. Coviello said 

they’re looking to use the indigenous stone to do the veneer work.  

 

Mr. Garrett then discussed Exhibit A4, noting that the site is severely encumbered by the Highlands 

Preservation Zone and the topography of the site. They favored the northern end because the south and 

east of the site are heavily treed. Further east is the Tilcon quarry, immediately north is an empty lot, 

and there is a self-storage facility that is the first location nearby with significant development. Across 

the road is state property, mostly wetlands, so the area most likely won’t get more development. There 

are three residential-type structures in the area that are over 400 feet away from the property, so they 

don’t believe the work on their site will affect these properties. Mr. Garrett turned to Exhibit A5, a 

photo array he compiled that shows the existing restaurant and signage. They’re looking to add a 

monument sign that would improve the aesthetic. His photos show there are dropped curbs, and the 

proposed site plan channels traffic better in and out of Route 206 and eliminates one of the curb cuts.  

 

He noted that the sign they’re proposing is not permitted by ordinance, and is just over 18 feet off the 

curb line. He showed photos of the CVS signs nearby; the one that’s 18 feet off the curb line is visible 

while the one 30 feet away is hard to see. Mr. Garrett asserts the sign they’re proposing is safer, more 

visible, and is similar to other signs along Route 206. The next variance they’re looking for is the front 

yard setback. They can’t move the building, and it would almost be impossible to recreate a building of 

this size on the site, so it’s an existing nonconforming condition that they’re not exacerbating. The next 

variance is the building height; they’re not raising the roof other than the front entrance. Because there 

is a deficient front yard setback, it’s more appropriate for the building to be lower. If it was built 

higher, being close to Route 206, it may cause a canyon effect that wouldn’t be appropriate, nor would 

a two-story building, which would likely need a new framing system. The last variance is the parking, 

which is an existing nonconforming condition Mr. Garrett believes they are lessening by reducing the 

parking and channelizing of the area. Regarding the customers using the garden center, they could 

designate the stalls as garden center parking. He believes they are meeting the goals and objectives of 

the MLUL by providing commercial uses in an appropriate location, promoting free-flow of traffic by 

channelizing the driveways and eliminating a curb-cut and obstructions (i.e. the signs), retaining natural 

features, promoting economic growth by reinvigorating a fallow site, minimizing the impact of 
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development on forest lands and wildlife by leaving a majority of forest land untouched, and the 

elevations are enhancing the visual character of the area. They are developing a neighborhood 

convenience space that will serve the community, and the variances will not affect the public welfare. 

Mr. Morytko added that the ARC was pleased with the plans, and Mr. Coviello listened to the 

suggestions they had.  

 

Mr. Stires showed the image of the proposed sign, which is on the site plan sheet. Chairman Shivas 

asked about the height, which will be 6 feet with a 2-foot base to avoid snow pile-up, be double-sided, 

and have the same veneer as the building. Ms. Hubbard noted that Mr. Garrett testified that there was 

no exacerbation of the setback, but since there is a vertical expansion to add to the tower, she sees it as 

an exacerbation.  

 

Chairman Shivas opened to the public. No one expressed an interest. Chairman Shivas closed to the 

public.  

 

Mr. Schepis said either the Board can move forward with an approval subject to revising plans to 

accommodate the comments, or they could come back. He also suggested Ms. Hubbard could draft a 

resolution and when they come back they could get an approval and resolution together. Ms. Hubbard 

said if they were guided accordingly, she could draft a resolution that would be amended at the hearing 

once the revised plans are received. Chairman Shivas said he’d like to see the changes first.  

 

Mr. Morytko motioned to carry this application to June 17th, seconded by Mr. Walsh. The following 

vote was taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION    √        

SECONDED          √  

AYE √ √ √ √ √ √ √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN            

ABSENT        √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

Mr. Schepis asked that the notice be persevered and carried to the 06/17 meeting, and consented to 

carry until that time.  

 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES  

Architectural Review Committee: Mr. Morytko said there was no meeting.  

Building Committee: Mr. Morytko said there was no meeting.  

Environmental Commission: Ms. Shimamoto was absent so there is nothing to report.  

Open Space: Mr. Morytko said a few of the committee members will be walking around Cranberry 

Overlook tomorrow to review trail and forestry options. They’re pursuing an option to create a kayak 

launch at Riverside Park. They’ve recommended pursuing a grant for improvements at the playground 

park at West Brookwood.  

Township Council: Mayor Rubenstein said they passed the budget at a .89% increase this year, along 

with a few ordinances for capital expenditure for paving streets in town. Next Tuesday there will be an 

information session about the marijuana ordinance, and potentially a BARKS conversation.  

Zoning Report: Everyone received a copy.   

 

BILLS 

Harold Pellow & Associates, Inc. (11)- $2,919.88  

Law Office of Larry Wiener (1)- $450.00 

 

A motion to approve the bills was made by Mr. Walsh. The motion was seconded by Mr. Morytko. All 

were in favor. Motion carried. 

 

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 

Chairman Shivas opened to the public. No one expressed an interest to speak. Chairman Shivas closed 

to the public. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

A motion to adjourn the meeting was made at 10:00 by Mr. Smith. The motion was seconded by Ms. 

Raffay. All were in favor. Motion carried. The meeting was adjourned. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Caitlin Phillips  
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MEETING MINTUES 

BYRAM TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD 

MEETING, April 22, 2021 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chairman Shivas called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.   

 

ROLL CALL 

 

 

Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

 

Ms. 

Raffay 
Mayor 

Rubenstein 
Mr. Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. Smith Mr. Walsh Chairman Shivas 

HERE H  H H H H H  H H H 

ABSENT  A   
 

 
 

A 
 

  

EXCUSED            

LATE     
 

 
 

 
 

  

Also present:  Attorney  Alyse Hubbard, Esq. 

   Engineer  Cory Stoner, P.E. C.M.E. 

   Planner Paul Gleitz, P.P. AICP  

   Secretary Caitlin Phillips 

 

STATEMENT BY CLERK 

Both the Federal and State governments have declared a state of emergency in response to the 

outbreak of the Covid-19 Virus, that limits the number of people allowed to gather, and requires 

social distancing. To continue Planning Board business, this special meeting for April 22, 2021 is 

being held by remote video or audio connection only. This service allows the Board, its 

professionals, applicants, and members of the public to participate.   

Adequate notice of this meeting has been published specifying the time and access information in 

compliance with the provisions of the Open Public Meetings Act. Notice of this meeting is on 

file in the office of the Planning Board Secretary, posted on the main door, and on the bulletin board 

in the Municipal Building, and on the Township website at:  

https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/committees/planning_board 

and has been forwarded to those persons requesting notice. 

 

FLAG SALUTE led by Chairman Shivas 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

SP2-2019, Anty Trucking, 9 Lackawanna Drive, Block 226 Lot 16, IPR Zone  

Amended site plan approval for an office trailer, two pole barns, reconfigured trailer parking, and 

outdoor storage.  

 

The applicant Dominick Antonucci (9 Lackawanna Avenue) and Richard Kretschmaier (9 

Lackawanna) joined the call along with the attorney Michael Lavigne and engineer Patrick McClellan 

of MCB Engineering Associates (11 Furler Street, Totowa New Jersey), and were sworn in. Chairman 

Shivas allowed Mr. McClellan to continue being deemed an expert, as he has appeared before the 

Board previously and none of his credentials have changed.  

 

Mr. Lavigne introduced the application, stating that with the closing of the property and the applicant 

being the property owner, it is now considered DJA of Byram, LLC doing business as Anty Trucking. 

They are seeking amended site plan approval and amended variance relief. He noted that the Board 

may think they are seeking approval for a change in use, since there was a prior condition of approval 

that prohibited leasing/renting the property to third-parties. The nature of the business is trucking and 

rigging, and they go to New York to pick up items and deliver them to job sites or bring them back to 

their property to store items temporarily. Depending on what the items are, there is rigging involved for 

installation and use at the job site. The process for their new packaged glass is the same, in which they 

pick it up in New York and keep it at their property for when the job site it ready; typically this is a 

week or two of storage. The rigging involved is minimal; they need to affix the material to a crane to 

install it to the outside of buildings. This is all part of their trucking and rigging business, and there 

isn’t third-party access to their site, nor a portion of the site reserved for one. Mr. Lavigne reasserted 

that he doesn’t see this as a qualitative change in the nature of the fundamental use. Because of the new 

customer, the outdoor storage has expanded, but they have not violated the terms of leasing. If the 

Board doesn’t agree, they’d need a new use variance. Mr. Gleitz confirmed that they are still seeking a 

D variance. Mr. Lavigne said going through the testimony will show what the nature of the D variance 

will be. Mr. Gleitz confirmed that their assertion is that this is a D2 expansion of a prior use approval, 

not a new use. Mr. Lavigne added that there is an expansion of the outdoor storage, so there is an 

increase of a geographical footprint; he doesn’t think the resolution is clear on whether the outdoor 

storage is exclusively Anty Trucking or can include customer equipment.  

 

https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/committees/planning_board
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Ms. Hubbard clarified to the Board that a D1 would be an entirely new use; in the prior resolution there 

was language that stated they would not lease any storage. They were permitted by variance to have 

this use with the trucking business and outdoor storage. A D2 is an expansion by intensity or physical 

expansion.  

 

Mr. Antonucci was confirmed as DJA of Byram. He stated the business has changed since last year, 

with contracts being cancelled and work put on hold. Any storage done is work for Anty Trucking; he 

doesn’t do dead storage. Mr. Lavigne confirmed that the glass customer wasn’t one Mr. Antonucci had 

before being in front of the Board. Mr. Antonucci continued that business was bad and then this glass 

company came along. All the glass goes to New York; they bring the containers on site, and Mr. 

Lavigne confirmed they are picked up in the port of New York. He also confirmed that this glass is to 

be incorporated into projects in New York, and that Mr. Antonucci assists the customer with setting the 

glass up to be placed. Mr. Antonucci said most of it goes on towers, and they put the slings on to lift 

them. Mr. Lavigne confirmed there are no cranes on Anty Trucking property.   

 

Mr. Lavigne asked what Mr. Antonucci’s thinking was in changing from a physical office to an office 

trailer that’s about the same size. Mr. Antonucci said he’s been uncovering drainage and doing a lot of 

work on site, and the less digging he does, the cheaper it will be. The office would be more expensive 

than the trailer; instead of $600,000, he’d spend $80,000. The trailer is sitting on blocks now, and they 

take the tires off and anchor it to the ground, and put skirting around the bottom.  

 

Mr. Antonucci is waiting for the power company so he can put siding on. He may do some more 

landscaping as well. He has already planted trees and put berms in, which has been hard because the 

site is a quarry. Mr. Lavigne explained that there’s a main access to the Tilcon Quarry in the rear, and 

the berm is on the right. Mr. Antonucci added that to the left are knocked-over fences and trees, which 

he cleaned up, and has put in a berm and trees, which help to delineate the lot. Along the back, near the 

daycare, were fallen-over trees, and he put in a berm and will put trees so the daycare doesn’t need to 

see or hear them.  

 

Ms. Hubbard said it may be helpful to show the colorized site plan to give the Board a better idea of 

where things will be. Mr. McClellan shared this to show the berm location in the back. Mr. Lavigne 

confirmed that the trees are planted in berms and are there already. Moving to the right of the access 

driveway near proposed building 2, that berm was part of the prior approval and has been completed. 

Mr. Lavigne also confirmed that the soil has been spread; Mr. Antonucci said it’s towards the back. To 

the northeast in the back, he put a large rock to know where the corner is.  

 

Mr. Lavigne asked Mr. Antonucci what his thinking was in changing from two storage buildings on the 

left of the access drive to two buildings split on either side of the drive with different designs. Mr. 

Antonucci explained that putting the buildings there balances the site, hides items in the back, and is 

aesthetically pleasing. Mr. Lavigne explained that the prior approval was for fabric structures to let 

light in that were green on the side, but these proposed structures are pole barns that will have a pitched 

roof. Mr. Antonucci said the color scheme will be the same as their building (maroon and tan). Mr. 

Lavigne asked for photos of the existing building and office trailer to show the colors and skirting. 

Chairman Shivas asked if this attaches to the building completely or is separated. Mr. Antonucci said 

right now it’s separated by 4-5 feet. When they moved in, the office was full of mold, so they took the 

sheet rock down and put a door there. There’s a door in the trailer that lines up with the office, and 

they’re going to make a hallway around 8-10 feet wide to go from one to the other. Chairman Shivas 

confirmed that the long-term plan is for the buildings to be attached. Mr. Antonucci said maybe by the 

end of this year this will happen. Chairman Shivas confirmed he will put stairs in the front. Mr. 

Antonucci said the trailer is handicap-accessible, so he’ll put a handicap ramp in the front. Mr. Lavigne 

confirmed with Mr. Antonucci that with pole barns, he’s planning on running electric to both buildings, 

just for lighting. He’s anticipating having two or three poles and some underground work, and is not 

planning on running any other utilities. Mr. Lavigne asked what’s proposed for exterior lighting and 

confirmed that Mr. Antonucci will put a building-mounted light above the door, so there’s no exterior 

lighting on the outdoor storage since they don’t do anything at night. Mr. Antonucci said there will be 

windows, but he hasn’t picked the amount yet. Mr. Lavigne confirmed that the middle section with the 

overhead door will be facing away from Lackawanna. The peak of the building is 33’ 1.5’’. Mr. 

Antonucci said the advantage of having this height is that it looks better and hides everything. Mr. 

Lavigne confirmed that he’s not storing any hazardous materials. Mr. Stoner asked if the trailer will be 

used before it’s attached, because it needs a variance if it’s not attached because then it’s an accessory 

structure. He’d like to address when it’ll get attached, and have it mentioned in the final approval. Mr. 

Lavigne said they could either apply for a variance and when it’s connected they wouldn’t need the 

variance anymore, or not give the variance and say it’s a site-plan approval with the understanding that 

it’ll be connected. Mr. Antonucci said he’ll get it done within a month. Mr. Gleitz asked if there was 

reason they’re moving from the fabric to the pole barn. Mr. Antonucci said the main thing was the 

height; taller fabric buildings don’t look as good, and this is more affordable. Mr. Lavigne confirmed 

he doesn’t need the additional height for storage, and that the increased height is an effective buffer to 

what’s going on behind it regarding outdoor storage.  
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Mr. Gleitz confirmed that in the prior approval, between the existing and proposed building on the 

western side, there’s the same cab and trailer parking, and same vehicle parking in the front. The trailer 

parking on the rest of the site has changed. Where Mr. Antonucci moved the pole barn on the right is 

where the trailer parking was, so the trailers will now go behind another barn. Mr. Gleitz confirmed 

that he proposed two new trailer parking areas. Mr. McClellan explained that trailer parking #1 is the 

75x90 foot area behind the proposed building. He also explained that part of the structure is in the 

riparian buffer, so they’ll move the area for parking away. He showed Exhibit A1, which is Sheet 5, 

the impervious coverage plan, that he marked up. They want to position the area to have enough room 

between the building and the trailer parking. The red-dashed line is where they’d relocate the storm 

trench, balancing the area. Mr. Gleitz asked why they can’t expand the other two trailer parking areas 

by building 2 or expand the trailer parking in the access drive, reducing the 4 locations to 3 that are 

bigger. Mr. McClellan said if they relocate the parking he’d also relocate the trench. Mr. Antonucci 

said he likes the parking where he put it because no one will see the trailer. He moved things around in 

the first place to make it less visible. Before using any other spot or expanding one, he wants to use the 

back area. Mr. Gleitz said the one spot seems problematic so it might make sense to divvy them up. Mr. 

Antonucci said he’s worried about visibility.  

 

Mr. Stoner said he’s more worried about what’s happening storage-wise. Mr. Gleitz added they now 

have storage on both sides of the access roads. Mr. McClellan showed Exhibit A2, a colorized site plan 

marked up. Mr. Antonucci said the blue area on the exhibit is where the most has changed. Mr. Stoner 

requested that Mr. McClellan send digital copies of these exhibits to the Board Secretary. Ms. Hubbard 

added they should send hard copies as well. Mr. McClellan said the purpose of this exhibit is to help 

the Board visualize the site differences between the previous application and this one. He started with 

the lower left, the relocation of the office, originally approved off to the side, but is now at the center. 

The previous approval had a loading dock, and that’s no longer proposed and hasn’t been constructed. 

They invested in a berm and evergreen trees to create a better screening between the areas. The second 

building has been relocated to the west of the property, to the right of the access road. They’ve 

relocated some of the trailer parking, and they’ll address Mr. Stoner’s concerns about being in a 

riparian buffer. There is an area with an increase in storage, in which is the glass product. Mr. 

Antonucci put physical markers around 160 feet from the watercourse to ensure there’s no 

encroachment, and the two previous trailer parking areas have been reduced. There is a berm and 

landscaping on the right of the access road already installed. The building type was fabric but is now a 

pole barn. The footprint of the buildings is staying the same (80x160 feet). The height of the building is 

around 33 feet, and the mid-point is around 26.5 feet. Mr. Lavigne noted that the accessory buildings 

need variances including the height, the footprint, and one for the footprint in a non-residential zone.  

 

Mr. McClellan went through Mr. Stoner’s letter. He again clarified that the pole barns are 80x160 feet, 

so they’re the same footprint as what was previously proposed. He added that the pike to the ridge is 

26.5, which is higher than the 15 feet permitted. He noted that on sheet 5 of 5, they need to update their 

arrows so they’re pointing in the right direction. He agrees with comment 11 that they need to relocate 

the parking area, and believes the applicant has done a good job staying away from the riparian zone. 

The area near Lackawanna is difficult to see because of slopes, berms, trees, and building, so this is a 

discreet area for storage, and is around 675 feet from the road at the closet point. Mr. Lavigne asked if 

there were any thoughts regarding physical delineation in the field, so that over time items don’t creep 

over the allowed area. Mr. McClellan said on a 24 acre site there aren’t many points of reference to 

keep track of where things are. What could make sense is some sort of monumentation to oversee the 

limits of outdoor storage, that doesn’t interfere with the process. He noted Mr. Antonucci’s use of a 

rock was a good idea, as it’s a natural feature; there could be strategically located trees, with a specific 

species that’s easily identified for monitoring purposes as a reference point. Mr. Antonucci noted 

though that a large portion of the area is bedrock, so it’d be hard to plant trees. He’s thinking instead to 

put some telephone poles about 6 feet out of the ground to show the distances. Where there’s dirt, he’d 

plant trees. Mr. McClellan said they could tag the poles so that on the plan, people can see where 

they’d be standing on the property. Mr. Lavigne confirmed the poles wouldn’t be full height and would 

be installed properly.  

 

Mr. Lavigne asked how stormwater drainage/management will addressed, considering the amount of 

rocky terrain. Mr. McClellan said this site has acted as impervious, but there is drainage. Mr. 

Antonucci has discovered more drainage through the activity on site. Their goal is to change as little as 

possible, since it drains through various methods like the formal system, crevices, and runoff. They’re 

not proposing pavement in some parking areas because heavy equipment is hard on pavement, and 

there are fissures in the ground, so if the site was paved the drainage could be affected. The two 

proposed buildings act like pavement, so they’ll collect the water and that will go into a trench 

designed to integrate it into the ground, mitigating negative impacts.  

 

Mr. Stoner said he has no issues with what Mr. McClellan stated; the stormwater issues will be better 

when everything is done. His biggest concern is how to place limits on the storage, i.e., the type, 

quantity, location, and layout. Chairman Shivas said his biggest concern is limiting where this will go 
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and what the storage will look like. Mr. Antonucci invited them to visit the site to give them a visual. 

Ms. Hubbard said as far as an approval, they’d need to be able to demarcate or explain in a resolution 

the details of what is proposed. She noted she drove by the site yesterday, and it looks much better, but 

there needs to be a way to tell where things are. Mr. Antonucci said they’re organized in rows, and he 

can take some photos of what things look like. Mr. Gleitz said, at the last meeting they had there was a 

discussion about what was to be stored on site, and Mr. Antonucci had said he needed fabric structures 

to store client’s materials. The outdoor storage then was trailers, trucks, materials, cranes for a day or 

two, etc. and he wanted flexibility in storage. Mr. Gleitz said that now Mr. Antonucci has a client that 

has a lot of crated material, and he doesn’t have the storage space so is keeping it outside. He asked 

what happens when Mr. Antonucci gets a new customer who is bringing in something different—what 

is the plan to organize all of this. Mr. Lavigne agreed this is good to establish so that the applicant 

knows he’s not doing anything wrong, and to make sure nothing gets out of control. This is especially 

relevant being near a buffer, to make sure there’s not substances hazardous to that area nearby. He 

noted that if everything is delineated, nothing has expanded, and the materials of each customer aren’t 

drastically different, he doesn’t see how the detail of what the goods are is relevant. Mr. Gleitz said the 

focus isn’t so much the goods, but how to control how they’re stored. Mr. Stoner added that they need 

to define the exact limits of where things will go. Chairman Shivas agreed, saying they also need a 

circulation plan. As of now there’s two big blank areas, and the Board needs to know how items will be 

moved around. Mr. Morytko said the plans show the trucks turning to the middle of the storage area, 

and the scale of outdoor storage was a big part of their previous conversation. He added that the back 

area is the most visible from Lackawanna from an elevation perspective; he’d rather see the building 

than the outdoor storage.  

 

Mr. Gleitz went through his report, and said it’s important to note they’re changing the extent of the 

gravel area, and a waiver is needed for the new areas that will remain gravel. He emphasized the 

importance of adequately defining the site. He also wants to make sure the buffering around the 

building is maintained, and confirmed that the berm is installed and the trees will be planted. Mr. 

Antonucci said defining the area won’t be a problem; he can put a marker, but it depends on the type of 

ground what type of marker it will be. Mr. Gleitz asked about the left side with building 1. Mr. 

Antonucci said that area is for unloading and loading machines. Trucks and trailers park there 

sometimes. The area between the front of building 1 and the berm with evergreens will be the same 

concept. Mr. Lavigne asked if it will be used for outdoor storage. Mr. Antonucci said whatever comes 

in goes out again, so no. Mr. Gleitz said they should be renamed operational areas; a truck parked for a 

couple days is not outdoor storage. Ms. Hubbard asked what happens on the other side of the berm that 

reads “truck storage area and trailer area,” near the main building. Mr. Antonucci said it’s for daily 

operations. Mr. Lavigne said there used to be a fence line there and it was always south of the fence, 

associated with the existing building, and there are trailers parked there diagonally. Ms. Hubbard asked 

how that’s different than the other 4 trailer parking areas. Mr. Antonucci said it’s stuff that goes out 

every day, so those spots are 75% empty during the day. The storage timeframe for the other areas is 

around a week, as some things get put on hold. Ms. Hubbard asked if the storage containers can be 

marked. Mr. Antonucci said he doesn’t know how much longer they’ll be there. Mr. Gleitz responded 

that he may get a new client with the same needs, so there should be a spot on the plan to show where 

they’ll be stored for any given client.  

 

Mr. Lavigne re-emphasized the need to show where things start and stop. After it’s on the plans, they 

can delineate it on the field. Chairman Shivas added the circulation plan is needed. Mr. Antonucci said 

the foreman has a line back there, and it’s very fluid; there’s plenty of room for them to move. 

Chairman Shivas responded that the Board would like to see how it works. Mr. Antonucci said the 

people on the site know where everything is. Mr. McClellan said it’s an operational decision on 

knowing how to place the storage so it can still be accessible. The criteria changes based on the 

customer, so he’s concerned about modeling the circulation. Chairman Shivas asked about pictures to 

show how it works. Mr. Gleitz noted that if they could indicate on the plan where they’ll be putting 

things, that would also be helpful. Mr. Antonucci said they could do both. Mr. Stoner agreed with Mr. 

Gleitz; they need to know the specifications for each section of the property. The Zoning Officer needs 

to know what areas are under the approval. Mr. Morytko agreed, saying defining it is important. Right 

now, he sees a large outdoor storage area that’s not well defined, in a zone that doesn’t allow outdoor 

storage. He’s also concerned about the buffer and how it’ll be marked. Mr. Stoner confirmed Mr. 

Antonucci but concrete barriers in that area.  

 

Mr. Morytko said a site visit and photos would help. He feels like they’re hiding the building by putting 

it at the front of the property because of the slope. The outdoor storage for the glass is probably the 

most visible from Lackawanna from the elevated height. He’d rather see the building towards the back 

and pull everything closer to the road, so that driving by you see less. That may also help the scale of 

the outdoor storage. Mr. Antonucci said he likes that idea. Mr. Lavigne asked what would be allowed 

to happen between the building and the road. Mr. Antonucci said he would just swap the trailer parking 

and building spots; there’s plenty of room to park the trailers. Mr. Lavigne confirmed that this idea 

means swapping the two 75x 90 trailer parking areas and building. Mr. Antonucci said either way he’d 

see the building coming in, and he wants that. Mr. Gleitz said he thinks what Mr. Morytko is saying is 
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by moving the building back to the existing compacting gravel, that would fit more in front and hide 

more. Mr. Antonucci thinks that’d be too far, but he’d think about it.  

 

Mr. Smith noted that he’s worked in a warehouse, and he thinks the Board isn’t trying to define where 

everything is going exactly, but more to show the designations of the shelving, floor area, etc. He 

thinks it should also show how high/wide the storage can be, and how it’s stored (i.e., piles, rows, etc.). 

Mr. Antonucci confirmed Mr. Smith was talking about outside storage. Mr. Smith said in terms of a 

circulation plan in a warehouse, there are lines on the ground that give a general idea of the paths of 

movement for forklifts. He noted they’re already doing all of this, they just need to show it.  

 

Chairman Shivas opened to the public. No one expressed an interest. Chairman Shivas closed to the 

public.  

 

There was a discussion on when they could meet next. Mr. Antonucci confirmed with Mr. Stoner that 

he needs a building permit to connect the building to the office. Chairman Shivas said he doesn’t think 

they’d give him a permit until this is approved. Mr. Gleitz said if Mr. Antonucci has the ability to do a 

visual impact, to do so.   

 

Mr. Chozick motioned to carry this application to June 3rd with no further notice, seconded by Mr. 

Walsh. The following vote was taken: 

 
Mr. 

Chozick 

Ms. 

Franco 

Mr. 

McElroy 

Mr. 

Morytko 

Ms. 

Raffay 

Mayor 

Rubenstein 

Mr. 

Serrilli 

Ms. 

Shimamoto 
Mr. 

Smith 

Mr. 

Walsh 

Chairman 

Shivas 

MOTION √           

SECONDED          √  

AYE √  √ √ √ √ √  √ √ √ 

NAY            

ABSTAIN            

ABSENT  √      √    

 

Motion carried. 

 

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 

Chairman Shivas opened to the public. No one expressed an interest to speak. Chairman Shivas closed 

to the public. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

A motion to adjourn the meeting was made at 10:00 by Mr. Serrilli. The motion was seconded by Ms. 

Chozick. All were in favor. Motion carried. The meeting was adjourned. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Caitlin Phillips  



HAROLD PELLOW & ASSOCIATES, INC DATE AMOUNT

Harold Pellow total $0.00

LAW OFFICE OF LARRY WIENER DATE AMOUNT

Inv. 2021-28 Planning Board emails, review, 
04/01 meeting, phone calls

4/13/21 $675.00

Inv. 2021-27 263 Route 206 review of plans 
and comments

4/13/21 $735.00

Inv. 2021-26 Safa review of plans/emails and 
drafting resolution

4/13/21 $465.00

Inv. 2021-25 McDonald review and 
resolution

4/13/21 $195.00

Inv. 2021-24 Humphrey review and 
resolution

4/13/21 $225.00

Inv. 2021-23 Raimo reviews and resolution 4/13/21 $2,115.00

Inv. 2021-29 Planning Board emails, phone 
calls, attendance at 04/15 meeting

4/27/21 $540.00

Larry Wiener Total $4,950.00

LATINI & GLEITZ, PLANNING DATE AMOUNT
Inv. 1048- Raimo reviews, call, and hearing 4/11/21 $390.00

Inv. 1047- Tomahawk Lake reviews and video 
conference

4/11/21 $325.00

Inv. 1046- Wawa hearings and resolution 
work

4/11/21 $1,040.00

Inv. 1044- On Time Sign and Design (Vito 
Lombardo) correspondence and meeting for 
resolution (01/28/2021)

4/11/21 $195.00

Inv. 1043- 263 Route 206- reviews, calls with 
attornies/professionals, hearing 
(03/25/2021)

4/11/21 $1,250.00

Inv. 1045 Planning Board meetings (January 
and February) and correspondence 

4/11/21 $487.50

Paul Gleitz total $3,687.50

CP Engineers DATE AMOUNT
No bills submitted
Total for CP Engineers $0.00

GRAND TOTAL $8,637.50

BYRAM TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD
 REVISED BILL LIST FOR May 6, 2021


